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put into the Bishop's hands—the reference is no doubt to the
Marriages of the Priesthood—and one passage in that book
had been placed before the episcopal eyes, but he had never
since permitted his mind to be polluted by looking at it again.
Some of the worst blasphemies and obscenities he could not
bring himself to quote, not even to convince the noble Marquis
(Normanby) of the necessity for prompt action—he could not
and would not do it.
This, however, was not the worst. It appeared that at Queen-
wood (an Owenite community) music, dancing, and singing
actually took place on the Sabbath! And this was the man whom
the Prime Minister saw fit to present to his young and innocent
Sovereign!
The episcopal oratory was vigorously followed up by lesser
men throughout the country, with the result that Owenites
were mobbed in the name of Christian charity. But nothing
very drastic occurred, and the sect gradually sank into obscurity.
How firmly the association of Socialism with free love became
established in the minds of the well-to-do is shown in the
answers of a clerical witness in 1846 before a Parliamentary
Committee on railway construction. In connection with the
morals of the navvies employed on the work, this clergyman
was asked:
*You speak of infidel opinions. Do you believe that many of
them are Socialists?5
'Most of them in practice,* he replied. Though they appear to
have wives, very few of them are married.1
The Victorian delicacy of this answer is to be applauded, but
there is no likelihood that the navvies were Socialists in any
other sense. The Socialists of that period were few, earnest,
and intellectual; the navvies were none of these.
To form a correct judgment of Owen's work and influence is
far from easy. Down to 1815, he appears as a thoroughly
practical man, successful in all that he undertakes, and not
led by the impulses of a reformer into impossible undertakings.
After this time, his vision is enlarged, but his every-day sagacity
is diminished. In his attempts to transform the world he failed
1 Clapham, Economic History of Modern Britain^ Vol. I, p. 412.

